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Mr. Carry Wills 
o o fha #« shlngton "-.tar 
Washington* I), c;. 

D*or Mr. ymiss 



I r you hRd out to «rit« about n» Wftliolouaiv ««r» a.nu „ 
f 1 alarsprasoat what »l«« you pretended to ho' Sin* 2ouJ l ?n*T 7 *? 
umn «*»* appeared In the Washington at**. m.« Jn * n youp co1 ” 



liJ/ 



umn that appeared In the Washington Star 4>v about in your co: 

jmoooaded bettor. The aomple t* l«ok"of~f d it- v eou * d n ? fc ‘ wv ® 
statements or private corresijo-idem,^ “ fco °y work, public 

other formerly Top ?"<■? i fch ? th * «» nt «ats of that and 

A^’3 accurate story and fair rsprsssntntion !«• 12° thrust of the 
liberating csarabers of the Wsrr»«n words of the da- 

den la 1 of the report that Oswald hud had^fedsral conrJa-tt^ 8UW5 ° 8 ® d 
you nave the a* intentions. 1 rl connections - suggests 

And your past writing to live with. 

as critics of the Warren* Report r take Jubli e & 1 °« ue ^ *!?!!>? JJ- 0 "* rogardad 
About fly work anti at this* 'LL \ with those who are. 

whUU X.M 1, no 0t£? S orotad^r'T t “' Mon - rOT 

thla amounts to lib^i* ^ r P*®JwUco pr#o<mc#pt ion. 



2*** ??}** or ® v * r / wll what It is oil about, 

i^r. Hills* Or la he n deliberate liar? 



frua. But does 



V7 topping and Intimidating those working f- J“ * Illegally saves- 

T r: ** “ ittto ° *»”■ Jfcrsip i»sf,u, 

tSM°S w £SiK ln 011 

wo>? “ ltMM - a * — «*• «•» 

SMS * *TSL&£ , ,V" a °“r -■”•» 

It did not center on the number S ^T! ? f aocount of this one. 
olaotly by Qene r«l Counsel J. U« SnkinTiJe^ys ?!?!J r ?., WKS pUt 3U ®“ 
of those untll-reo 'To? SECRET" s oa . s 4oaai SHI r®J s 1 ^? r 2 wlotacr 
their function was not to inveatig^but 6114 

w tt , 'T“* 1 ? n "«**» <*** pr««- 

**" 1 ° a< ‘ Italr "«“* outlin*. »?oJf 
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you ignore, Gankin stinted that if She report of Oswald as an agent 
wore true, people would "think thorw was a conspiracy" and ’nothing 
the Commission did or anybody could dissipate. [sic j 

Before any investigation? Before the Commission was oven fully 
organ! sod? 

To former CIA chief, thou Commissioner Allen Dulles, tho mere thought 
was "terrible, * 



’Fantastic," tho late Corami a a ions r/ Congressman Halo Boggs agreed. 

"Te rri f 1c , was the ro Jo Ind or . 

Uniquely in this case Hoover and tho FBI reached a ’'conclusion'? A 
Plione ’'Hod" naans sin and no conspiracy. This wag long before its 
Investigation was completed and, ns this Commission, transcript shows, 
when they "have not run out ©11 kinds of loads’’ bearing on conspiracy. 

before the Commission got started, tho lata Supremo Court Chief Justice/ 
'-'t'halrmon said Iioover and the FBI 'would like to have us fold up arid 
quit." 

(f^oggs sew its "This closes the case, you sea, Don’t you see?'' 

Yes, I see that," Dullee came back. 

his Is by no means the only time or place the commission acknowledged 
Vh/in records it sxpoctod to rotor in forover secret that Hoover h#d the 
Commission boxed in from tho oufcaat. The focr of Hoover throughout 
the government and within th<> Commission is explicit in the January 2? 
raascript, tOO. 

ollowing discussion of the FBI’® foreclosing on any investigation and 
its atypical reselling of conclusions when that was not the FBI’s prac- 
tice or function and tho bit about deciding there had boon no con- 
spiracy without investigation, Dulles said , 'I think this record should 
bo destroyed. " Other records show that It- was. Only somaono overlooked 
ho a tone typist 'a tape. 

/illegally, ca a federal court hold, this transcript arid others wore 
classified ‘TO? D;*OR?'T. ' Htoirs ia that good conservatism and -its -gone* 
of outrage over auoh official misconduct? Or tho folinif ication by the 
J executive agencies to keep theao kinds of records suppressed? To Weep 
them suppressed, tho government alleged they hold the kind of "national 
security" seareta that could start a wari 



Unlike you, wlio rushed into print ©qua ting your prejudice with fact, I 
have been working on this for more than 11 years. Those transcripts 
hod bean illegally withhold from me since 1967. Co you believe this 
kind of Inferstatlon should be withheld from fctan people in a representa- 
tive society? Or from lawmakers when it is a aul goner is insight into 
how commissions and othsr bodic'a work whan they believe* they will never 
bo found out? 

IvJuvjfa loss an authority than Allan Duilaa (in tho January 27 session) said 
CIA. par Jury is right and proper, tho ultimata In patriotic dedication; 
that CIA people frame each other; that ho would withhold information 
from tho Secretory of Defense} end that the kinds of people the FBI and 
CIA use ere "terrible characters, you libel mo for bringing this to 
light in an entirely unpaid, decade -Tong effort? 
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So far en I from your 'const plra tor ha Ha t ‘ libel that I refused to 
change ray first book to charge whet you attribute to ao when this was 
a condition of publication by & respected major publisher. That ia 
what made ao ay own publisher. It visa on precisely the question you 
I'fliso out of context, too. Instead of yielding to promises of finan- 
cial reward, I spent another ton years digging. 

Five Freedom of Information lawsuits later, when I moke the results of 
this work public without even getting back the cost of xeroxing, you 
an sail mo for making freely available only xeroxes of the document? 

This is public indecency, not Journalism. 

Is the Is to conservative Senator Hichard Hussoll a ’’conspire fcorlallst" 
to you? Ha had his own doubts about the ' Warren fteport. He encouraged 
my efforts to disprove it. one ares of hin doubt was exactly what 
these transcripts deal with, and you misrepresent. Ho told mo the 
executive agencies wore neither fully informative nor truthful. I 
hove official record n in which he also said this, pointedly. 

If your Interests included truth and accuracy, you would not hove 
written ao malicious and dishonest a column without minimum allocking, 
dith soaaono other than yourself, tint is. You might oven have rosd 
those transcripts. 

The timing, of this prejudicial eolusm that In ao many w»ya departs 
AJ from traditions! journalism end its norms, while it may bs no ©ore 
— "* than coincidence, is a matter on which I desire to make a record be- 
tween U3. 



| In Hoveratosr 1971; there was much wore attention fco my publication of 
the January 27 transcript which I had received earlier (d. A. 2052-73, 
fodoral district court, Washington), ftp, UPI ami the tfoshington Post 
syndicated largo and accurate a tortus. Despite much more extensive' 
attention to the January 27 transcript, you did not find that worthy 
of your attention or comment, although that lo the one transcript 
which goes into detail about that which you took out of fair context 
from the A P ’ s accurate reporting of the January 22 transcript. 

However, the first, story broke prior to the dlsoloKurss of improp^r- 
01 A and FBI activity and subsequent investigations. 

The story you misuse was printed in th» Sunday papers of Way 13, after 
investigations of the .FBI and CIA wore under way and after on obvious 
campaign of misdirecting lacks, too. 



You Ignored wider-spread reporting when there were no charges pending 
against either agency, reporting based on another verbatim official 
transcript only . Then you suddenly become a partisan again only after 
charges against those agencies. 

Mow only you go into an alleged personal investigation for a book that 
wakaa you « partisan. You disguise this in your column. You do not 
go Into ony real investigation. If in fact yours was thorough, it" had 
fco toll you What neither transcript nor your column includes J 

This begins with fch® certainty that the allegation of Oswald's con- 
nections was not fabricated as you say it was. It includes other 
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detalls and the fact that, although the atony ae filer had been widely 
printed, tha FBI had not given to the Commission reports of inquiries 
it had made. Or, the Commission lied, fake your choice. With only 
10,000,000 words msdo public in 27 volumes, naturally there was no 
space for those FBI reports. 

It 3*803 to me that any reference to any opinion you hold of vita la 
antirely irrelevant to the actual words of the members of the Barron 
Commission. and the weaning the press independently takes from them. 



It also 3Com a to me that you owe me an explanation of this combination 
of the unusual. If It la only a pro forma denial that your column has 
no ulterior purpose of any kind. {Part of what you denied your res dare 
is the Warren Commission’ a decision that it oc-uld not eccapt Hoover's 
V ^lpro form denials , which is what It did. but no matter j I ’ll welcome 
I yours'.' ) 



| I ask that you have your syndicate s*md a copy of this latter to each 
(J^»f your subscribers. If you havo a shred of self-respect, you will 
^apologia* to your readers If not to caa. 






Cincarely, 




Harold We labors 



